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warships to capture after certain formalities 
merchant vessels employed in the carriage of 
such commerce. No Justification exists for 
the extension of those rights to an aircraft, 

' which Is a new engine of war entirely differ- 
ent in character from a warship and unable 
to exercise over merchant vessels or private 
aircraft a control similar to that exercised by 
a warship over merchant vessels. Conse- 
quently there is no reason to confer on a 
military aircraft the right to make captures 
as if it were a warship, and no reason to 
subject commerce to capture when carried 
in an aircraft,. In developing international 
law the tendency should be in the direction 
of conferring greater, hot less, immunity on 
private property. 

For these reasons the Netherlands delega- 
tion has not accepted the rules contained In 
chapter VII and its participation in the dis- 
cussion of individual rules has been subject 
to the general reserves made with regard to 
the whole chapter. 

The majority of the delegations have not 
felt able to reject the principle that the air- 
craft should be allowed to exercise the bel- 
ligerent right' of visit and search, followed 
by capture where necessary, for the repres- 
sion of enemy commerce carried in an air- 
craft In cases where such action is permis- 
sible, This principle is embodied in article 
49 of which the text is as follows: 

Article 49 

Private aircraft are liable to visit and 
search and to capture by belligerent military 
aircraft. 

Ar ticle 50 

Belligerent military aircraft have the right 
to order public nonmilitary and private air- 
craft to alight in or proceed for visit and 
search to a suitable locality reasonably 
accessible. 

Refrisal, after warning, to obey such orders 
to alight or to proceed to such a locality for 
examination exposes an aircraft to the risk 
of being fired upon. 

Article 51 

Neutral public nonmilitary aircraft, other 
than those which are to be treated as private 
aircraft, are subject only to visit for the pur- 
pose of the verification of their papers. 

Article 52 


Provided that in each case {except k), 
the ground for capture shall be an act car- 
ried out in the flight in which the neutral 
aircraft came into belligerent hands; i.e., 
since it left its point of departure and before 
it reached its point of destination. 

Article 54 

The papers of a private aircraft will be 
regarded as insufficient or Irregular if they 
do not establish the nationality of the air- 
craft and indicate the names and national- 
ities of the crew and passengers, the points 
of departure and destination of the flight, 
together with particulars of the cargo and 
the conditions under which it is transported. 
The logs must also be included. 

Article 55 

Capture of an aircraft or of goods on board 
an aircraft shall be made the subject of prize 
proceedings, in order that any neutral claim 
may be duly heard and determined. 

Article 56 

A private aircraft captured upon tins 5 " 
ground that it has no external marks or^rls 
using false marks, or that it is arme^T In 
time of war outside the jurisdiction .jiff its 
own country, is liable to condemnation. 

A neutral private aircraft captured upon 
the ground that it has disregarded the direc- 
tion of a belligerent commanding officer un- 
der article 30 is liable to condemnation, un- 
less it can Justify its presgshce within the 
prohibited zone. 

In all other. cases, theorize court in ad- 
judicating upon any ogtfe of capture of an 
aircraft or its cargo, orof postal correspond- 
ence on board an aircraft, shall apply the 
same rules as wouldpoe applied to a merchant 
vessel or its cargjSr ar to postal correspond- 
ence on board jpmerchant vessel. 

0 Article 57 

Private aircraft which are found upon visit 
and search .Jo be enemy aircraft may be de- 
stroyed ifjfhe belligerent commanding offi- 
cer finds Jt necessary to do so, provided that 
all per^ns on board have first been placed 
in safety and all the papers of the aircraft 
havejoeen preserved. 

m Article 58 




private aircraft which are found upon visit 
Jfhd search to be neutral aircraft liable to 
Enemy private aircraft are liable to cap- ^Condemnation upon the ground of unneutral 

^ service, or upon the ground that they have 


ture in all circumstances. 

Article 53 

A neutral private aircraft is liable to cap- 
ture if It: g 

(a) resists the legitimate exercise of bellig- 
erent rights; if* 

(b) violates a prohibition of whiafl it has 
had notice issued by a belligerent cprnmand- 

- ing officer under article 30; Jf 

(c) is engaged in unneutral service; 

(d) Is armed in time of warJvhen outside 
the jurisdiction of its own cmjntry; 

(e) has no external majps or uses false 

> marks; £ 

(f) has no papers or ^sufficient or irreg- 
ular papers; £ 

(g) Is manifestly of the line between 
the point of departure and the point of des- 
tination indicated Jfh its papers and after 
Such inquiries as Jne belligerent may deem 
necessary, no gc iga. cause is shown for the 
deviation. The/ aircraft, together with its 
crew and passengers, if any, may be detained 
by the belligerent, pending such Inquiries. 

(h) carryp;, or itself constitutes, con- 
traband 

:(1) is engaged in breach of a blockade duly 
established and effectively maintained; 

(k) Isas been transferred from belligerent 
to neutral nationality at a date and in cir- 
cumstances indicating an intention of evad- 
ing /he consequences to which an enemy air- 
craft, as such, is exposed. 


no external marks or are bearing false marks, 
may be destroyed, if sending them in for 
adjudication would be impossible or would 
imperil the safety of the belligerent aircraft 
or the success of the operations in which it is 
engaged. Apart from the cases mentioned 
above, a neutral private aircraft must not 
be destroyed except in the gravest military 
emergency, which would not Justify the offi- 
cer in command in releasing it or sending It 
in for adjudication. 

Article 59 

Before a neutral private aircraft is de- 
stroyed, all persons on board must be placed 
In safety, and all the papers of the aircraft 
must be preserved. 

A captor who had destroyed a neutral pri- 
vate aircraft must bring the capture before 
the prize court, and must first establish that 
he was Justified In destroying it under article 
68. If he fails to do this, parties interested 
in the aircraft or its cargo are entitled to 
compensation. If the capture is held to be 
invalid, though the act of destruction is held 
to have been Justifiable, compensation must 
be paid to the parties interested in’ place of 
the restitution to which they would have 
been entitled. 

Article 80 

Where a neutral private aircraft is cap- 
tured on the ground that it is carrying con- 
traband, the captor may demand the sur- 


render of any absolute contraband on bo\ 
or may proceed to the destruction of su^h 
absolute contraband, if sending in the air- 
craft for adjudication is impossible or would 
Imperil the safety of the belligerent aircraft 
or the success of the operation^ in which it 
is engaged. After entering in the log book 
of the aircraft the delivery tar" destruction of 
the goods, and securing, ljr original or copy, 
the relevant papers of the aircraft, the cap- 
tor must allow the neutral aircraft to con- 
tinue its flight. 

The provisions of' the second paragraph of 
article 59 will apply where absolute contra- 
band on board a neutral private aircraft is 
handed over or destroyed. 

Qhapter VIII. Definitions 
In sqpie countries, the word “military” is 
not generally employed in a sense which 
includes “naval.” To remove any ambiguity 
oq/thls point a special article has been 
adopted. 

Article 61 


The term “military” throughout these 
rules is to be read as referring to all branches 
of the forces, that is the land forces, the 
naval forces, and the air forces. 

Article 62 

Except so far as special rules are here laid 
down and except also so far as the provisions 
of chapter VII of these rules or international 
conventions Indicate that maritime law and 
procedure are applicable, aircraft personnel 
engaged in hostilities come under the laws 
of war and neutrality applicable to land 
troops in virtue of the custom and practice 
of international law and of the various dec- 
larations and conventions to which the states 
concerned are parties. 

Mr. MORSE. This document reads in 
part: 

The subject of bombardment by aircraft is 
one of the most difficult to deal with in fram- 
ing any code of rules for aerial warfare. 

Tire experiences of the recent war have 
left in the mind of the world at large a lively 
horrow of the havoc which can be wrought by 
the indiscriminate launching of bombs and 
projectiles on the noncombatant populations 
of towns and cities. The conscience of man- 
kind revolts against this form of making war 
in places outside the actual theater of mili- 
tary operations, and the feeling is universal 
that limitations must be Imposed. 

The conduct of the Turkish Air Force 
in the bombing of Cyprus meets the de- 
scription of the international jurists — 
that the conscience of mankind revolts 
at it. 

Article 24 of the code provides: 

(1) Aerial bombardment is legitimate only 
when directed at a military objective, that 
is to say, an object of which the destruction 
or injury would constitute a distinct military 
advantage to the belligerent. 

(2) Such bombardment is legitimate only 
when directed exclusively at the following 
objectives: military forces; military works; 
military establishments or depots; factories 
constituting important and well-known cen- 
ters engaged in the manufacture of arms, 
ammunition, or distinctively military sup- 
plies; lines of communication or transporta- 
tion used for military purposes. 

(3) The bombardment of cities, towns, vil- 
lages, dwellings or buildings not in the im- 
mediate neighborhood of the operations of 
land forces is prohibited. 

There is no dispute about this question 
of fact. The bombing of the Cyprus vil- 
lage took place far removed from any 
military operation — 

In cases where the objective specified in 
paragraph 2 are so situated, that they 
cannot be bombarded without the indisprim- 
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That is a rule of &ar apparently hon- 
ored in the breach. We a re talking now 
about living up to international obliga- 
tions . I am talking about i he importance 
of my Government’s going on record of- 
ficially and formally in the United Na- 
tions against this violation of the rules 
of war by the Turks. I do not know why 
we have been so hesitant to do just that. 
Is it a matter of national guilt conscience 
because we may not like to have what 
we have done thrown back into our face 
as a slap? We are not in a very good 
position tD talk when only in recent 
weeks we supplied the modern planes 
that were Used by the Turks for the bom- 
bardment, and with fire be mbs of Ameri- 
can manufacture. 

(4:) In the immediate neighborhood of the 
opera, tions of land forces, the bombardment 
of cities, towns, villages, dwellings or build- 
ings is legitimate provided that there exists 
a reasonable presumption that the military 
concentration is sufficiently Important to 
justify such bombardment, laving regard to 
the danger thus caused to the civilian popu- 
lation, 

(£■) A belligerent ^state in liable to pay 
compensation for injuries 1o person or to 
property caused by the violation by any of 
its officers or forces of the provisions of this 
article. * 

Mr. President, “time's awastin'.” 
There is not much time left to win a 
peace in the Mediterram an. I believe 
the members of the United Nations must 
act, and act promptly. The United Na- 
tions must make very cleai to Cyprus and 
Turkey and Greece that w 3 Cannot stand 
by and permit them to throw all mankind 
into war which may lead to the third 
,„Jvorid war. 


turn 


MCNAMARA’S WAR 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I 
now to the third and last topic. 

It is very interesting t > note the re- 
thinking of some of my colleagues in 
the Senate on the support they gave 
some days ago to an undated declara- 
tion of war, an empowerment in the 
President of the United States. Some of 
those who voted for it are now, I notice, 
making insertions in the Congressional 
Rewrd and making short speeches to 
get the matter before the I fnited Nations. 

As I said to pne of them the other day, 

I welcome that. I am a g; eat believer in 
conversion, although it is rather belated. 
If the same Members of the Senate had 
stool in the past 6 month; with the sen- 
ior Senator from Oregon and the cour- 
ageous Senator from Alaska [Mr. 
Grhuning], and joined u; in protest of 
the development of McNimara’s war in 
southeast Asia, we might have changed 
the course of the Unite! States war- 
making in Asia. We might have pre- 
vented the United States from becom- 
ing a serious threat to the peace of the 
world that she is in Ash, at this criti- 
cal 'hour. We might have besen able to 
get our Government to recognize that it 
cannot escalate the war into North Viet- 
nam, that it cannot endanger the en- 
largement ,oi th^war is Asia,. without 
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boy who gives his life in south- 
east Asia is giving it unjustifiably under 
a course of action that this Government 
is imposing which it cannot reconcile 
with the situation. Not even the resolu- 
tion justifies the President sending a boy 
to his death in South Vietnam in the 
absence of a declaration of war. 

The correspondence that I have put in 
the Record from a cross section popula- 
tion of this country, from all groups — 
great scholars, lawyers, judges, doctors, 
businessmen, housewives, farmers — 
leaves no room for doubt that at the 
grassroots of America this course of ac- 
tion of the United States in continuing 
McNamara’s war does not sit well. 

I believe that in the campaign ahead 
if someone were running on the Repub- 
lican ticket and campaigning against the 
warmaking policies of the United States 
in Asia, the result of the election would 
be quite different from what it will be, 
because the American people, I am satis- 
fied, will recognize that they have a bet- 
ter chance of attaining a final peaceful 
solution under the biinner of my party, 
led by a great President, with wt.om I 
disagree only to any major extent in this 
aspect of his foreign policy. 

I believe the American people will un- 
derstand between now and November 
that their best hope for peace is with my 
party. But it does not make me happy 
that we put them in the position where 
that is the only choice they have, 

We have walked out — and I pray It 
will be only temporar ily — on a great rec- 
ord of American idealism in the field of 
foreign policy, for we cannot reconcile 
American war-making in southeast Asia 
with the ideals of this Republic; nor can 
we reconcile! the aggressive course with 
our treaty commitments under the 
United Nations, the Southeast Asia 
Treaty Organization, or the Goneva 
accords. 

In the past 6 months I have developed 
those international law propositioEis at 
groat length on the floor of the Senate. 
I shall do no more than mention them 
tonight. But before the Senate adjourns 
tonight for the next 10 or 12 days, I shall 
say again to the American people that I 
stand on every word I have uttered in 
the last 6 months in opposition to the 
United States warmaking policy in 
southeast Asia. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed at the conclusion of 
my remark; a sampling of the corre- 
spondence I have received since the last 
sampling that I placed in the Record, in 
support of the opposition of the Senator 
from Alaska [Mr. Oruening] and the 
senior Senator from Oregon to American 
warmaking policies in southeast A,sia. 

The PRES IDING OFFICER, Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(See exhibit 1,) 

Mr. MORSE. The tragedy and futility 
of the American war effort in South Viet- 
nam are becoming more evident every 
day. Every day’s news brings further 
proof that i;he weakness of the Khanh 
government within South Vietnam is a 
weakness that cannot be overcome by 
any amount of American support. Every 
day. brings jus .closer to & full-scale U,8, 


means of preventing a complete Viet- 
cong takeover. 

That is the direction in which Ameri- 
can policy is heading. If it is allowed to 
continue, it will entrap the American 
people in an Asian land war for years to 
come. 

Four more American advisers were 
killed yesterday. How many more must 
die before the American people rise up 
and change the policy that put us into 
this impossible situation? 

How many more Americans must die 
before even the Pentagon must see that 
the policy it has been directing in South 
Vietnam since 1961 is a failure? The 
McNamara war will never produce a vic- 
tory. We will win military victories, but 
we will never win a peace through the 
prosecution of the McNamara war. The 
seizure of absolute power by General 
Khanh, accomplished with the approval 
of military advisers, is creating more 
civil unrest than ever among the people 
of that country. We new read the words 
“anti-American” to describe the attitude 
of many South Vietnamese. The rumors 
that Americans will take command posi- 
tions in the higher echelons of the war 
effort is damaging, not aiding, the war 
effort. 

If the present direction of American 
policy continues, it can lead us only to 
a more complete involvement of Ameri- 
can troops in the Vietnam civil war, and 
it can lead only to an imdisguised take- 
over of the South Vietnamese Govern- 
ment by the U nited Stat es. 

Running the country by remote con- 
trol has not defeated the Vietcong. It 
has not even stemmed the tide of rebel 
successes. If the Pentagon follows its 
usual habits of thought, these failures 
will merely be followed with an applica- 
tion of more of the same. That means 
an increasing degree of direct American 
management of the country and direct 
American participation in the war. 

All the talk about the sanitary air war- 
fare and sanitary sea warfare that we 
might conduct against North Vietnam 
cannot change the fact that the rebels 
are winning on the ground in South 
Vietnam. Thu new tactic of passive re- 
sistance is not one that can be overcome 
with overwhelming weapons superiority, 
including nucl ear weapons. It bespeaks 
the failure of military solutions to eco- 
nomic and political problems in South 
Vietnam, and it is a forewarning that 
the longer we continue pressing a mili- 
tary solution, the more desperate our po- 
sition is going to get. 

How many more American military 
advisers must die before we change that 
position? 

How many more forts are going to be 
wiped out, like the one reported yester- 
day by what our advisers are quoted as 
calling a perfectly executed Vietcong at- 
tack? How many more tributes to 
Americans are going to be hauled away, 
in the dead of night, like the monument 
to President Kennedy was hauled away 
to prevent further manifestations of 
anti-Americardsm? How long will it be 
before the United States means to the 
people of Vietnam what France meant to 
them 10 years ago — one more Western 
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ruler seeking to Impose its own objectives 
upon them? 

Must we wait until we suffer 240,000 
casualties, as France did? Are we going 
to wait until 90,000 American boys have 
been killed in Vietnam and 240,000 seri- 
ously wounded? Must we wait until the 
American people, at long last, say to 
whatever administration is in control at 
the time: “We have had enough”? - 

I raise my voice in these warnings be- 
cause I am convinced that the American 
people have already had enough; but our 
Government is not yet aware of the 
strong growing dissent at the grassroots 
of America in protest of the unnecessary 
and unjustifiable killing of American 
boys in Asia. 

• We cannot settle the problems of Asia 
on the battlefield. The only place they 
can be settled is at tire conference table. 
That is where we should insist that these 
problems go, and go immediately. 

There is no doubt that the war in Viet- 
nam is going very badly. How much 
more are we going to ante into the pot 
before we admit we are playing a losing 
hand? We have no business promoting 
any particular government in South 
Vietnam. We have no business arrang- 
ing for one dictator to be overthrown by 
another who will serve our purpose bet- 
ter. We have no business encouraging 
him to tighten his personal grip on the 
country in the name of “greater efficien- 
cy.” We have no business sustaining a 
war in a country 7,000 miles from our 
shores, whose people have shown no in- 
terest in the policies we have imposed 
upon them. 

We need to be on guard against the 
danger of getting ourselves involved in a 
holy or religious war in South Vietnam. 
The developments in the past few days 
revive, once again, the great question of 
a contest between religious beliefs in 
South Vietnam, The United States has 
no place and has no right to become in- 
volved In a holj r war in South Vietnam 
or anywhere else. 

We can fight forever in Vietnam, as the 
Secretaiy of Defense once promised to 
do if we did not have our way, and we 
can commit our entire Armed Forces to 
the war, but we never will win the peace. 
We never will be able to withdraw once 
we escalate the war. The only prognosis 
for what we are doing in southeast Asia 
is that we will have to keep on doing it 
forever, at an ever increasing cost. 

How many more Americans are going 
to be sacrificed before we have the sense 
to go to the conference table, or to the 
United Nations? ■' 

• I also want to call to the attention of 
the Senate some of the circumstances 
surrounding the incident in the Gulf of 
Tonkin which were not discussed during 
the recent debate on the Asian resolution. 

At the time of the debate on the joint 
resolution, it may be remembered that 
the Senator from Oregon, as tactfully as 
he could, within the rules of the Senate, 
without violation of any rule of secrecy, 
charged that the United States was a 
provocateur in the Gulf of Tonkin. I 
repeat tonight that the United States was 
a provocateur in the Gulf of Tonkin epi- 
sode. The United States was a part and 
parcel of the escalating of the war into 


North Vietnam. The United States was 
connected with, had knowledge of, but 
did not try to stop the sending of South 
Vietnamese naval boats, boats that we 
supplied, that we armed, and whose crews 
were trained by us, to conduct the bom- 
bardment against the two North Viet- 
namese islands some 3 to 5 or 6 miles off 
the coast of North Vietnam. 

We had American naval vessels in the 
vicinity. The Pentagon disputes how far 
away they were. If they were 75 miles 
away, they were a provoking element. 
There ts no question that one of them 
was within the 12-mile limit of North 
Vietnam at the beginning of the bom- 
bardment. 

Mr. President, I placed in the Record 
the other night the column written by 
Jack Anderson based upon his analysis 
of what some of the documents show. 
There just Is no way to doubt the full 
knowledge of American diplomatic and 
military officials in Saigon concerning the 
plans of this little dictator puppet tyrant 
that we are supporting and imposing 
upon 15 million South Vietnamese peo- 
ple — General Khanh. There is no ques- 
tion that we knew of the escalating of 
the war. As I said the other day, and 
repeat tonight, that has been the objec- 
tive of Secretary McNamara for months 
and months, to escalate the war. That 
has been the objective of the Ambassa- 
dor we had over there — Mr, Lodge ; and 
it has been the objective of the present 
Ambassador, General Taylor. And they 
prevailed. The question now about es- 
calating the war into North Vietnam is 
that we have escalated it. We are going 
to have to be charged in history with, 
that sordid act. 

The Providence Journal, of Providence, 
RX, brings out some interesting points 
about the attack on the U.S. destroyer 
Maddox. The editorial states: 

The clear Indication of both the Defense 
Department statement and the admiral’s re- 
mark was that the Maddox did not Are until 
fired upon. This is not at all clear, however, 
from the chronology which was subsequently 
released by the Navy, That chronology reads 
in part: 

3:40 a.m.: Maddox reported being ap- 
proached by high-speed (estimated 45 to BO 
knots) craft whose apparent intention was 
to conduct torpedo attack, and that she 
intended to open fire in self-defense if neces- 
sary. 

4:08 a.m.: Maddox reported being attacked 
by the torpedo craft. Opened fire with 5- 
inch battery after three warning shots failed 
to slow down attackers. 

4:08 a.m.: The boats continued closing 
maneuvers, and two closed to 5,000 yards, 
each firing one torpedo. 

4:21 a.m.: Third attacker moved, up to 
beam of Maddox and received direct hit by 
5-inch round and at same time dropped 
torpedo into water which was not seen to 
run. Machinegun fire from the boats di- 
rected at Maddox. 

Then the editorial points out: 

It would appear from this account that 
the Maddox actually fired both warning shots 
and shots directed at the North Vietnamese 
craft before the PT boats launched their 
torpedoes or fired their guns. A Navy De- 
partment spokesman has confirmed this in- 
terpretation of the chronology. 

It ought to be borne In mind that the 
U.S. warship opened fire while the craft 
'whose apparent Intention was to conduct 


torpedo attack’ were still at least 5,000 
yards — nearly 3 miles — away. 

The Navy spokesman said that the be- 
havior of the Communist PT boats 'under 
anybody’s rules of engagement’ could be 
'assumed* to indicate an attack, even at 6,000 
yards. 

This is a matter of opinion. Three miles 
is within torpedo range, we are told, but it’s 
a long shot for a torpedo boat, especially lor 
attack against something as maneuverable 
as a destroyer. 

Even on the thesis that the Maddox was 
justified in initiating action, it is still not 
correct to say she ‘returned’ the fire of the 
PT boat. We started the shooting. 

These are not among the facts that 
Americans were given in the President’s 
television message, nor were then pointed 
out in the general news coverage of the 
Maddox incident. 

But they are the kind of facts that 
have been withheld so long that the 
American people do not know how we 
ever got started in the Vietnam war, 
much less what its objective is. “To 
make China let her neighbors alone” is 
the objective the Secretary of State 
claims for it, but that is so vague, so 
remote from reality, so implausible com- 
ing from a country 7,000 miles away, that 
it is no standard at all behind which a 
nation can rally. 

The Defense Department is dragging 
the American people into the quicksands 
of McNamara’s war in southeast Asia. 
How many more advisers are going to die 
in those quicksands before the American 
people take the matter in hand and 
demand a change of policy in that part 
of the world? 

Mr, President, the saddest chapter that 
has been written in connection with 
McNamara's war involves that second 
attack on the part of the North Viet- 
namese. It would seem clear now that 
after the bombardment of the North 
Vietnamese islands, the discovery of the 
Maddox in the general vicinity of 
Tonkin Bay was close enough so that 
she could have come to the assistance 
of the South Vietnamese boats if they 
needed it, although the Pentagon claims 
that the captain of the Maddox was not 
notified. I accept that statement, but of 
course it is a meaningless statement, for 
the Maddox was under constant elec- 
tronic communications with the officials 
in Saigon. In a matter of practically 
seconds or a minute or two she could 
have been directed by those electronic 
communications to proceed forthwith 
to the protection of those South Viet- 
namese, American-supplied, naval- 
armed attacking boat that escalated the 
war, at long last, as desired by General 
Khanh, Secretary McNamara, and Am- 
bassador Lodge, and Ambassador Taylor. 
She could have been sent in a matter of 
minutes to the protection of those boats. 
There is no question that her presence 
in Tonkin Bay, as close as she was to 
the area of bombardment, was a clear 
provocation. 

I repeat what I said before: What do 
we think would have been the attitude 
of the United States if Castro had sent 
two Russian-supplied, armed PT boats 
off Key West to bombard Key West, and 
a Russian destroyer or Russian sub- 
marines had been 30, 40, 50, or even 75 
or 1 00 miles from Key West at the time? 
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we would have sunk th ; Russian ships, 
because we would have considered it a 
clear provocation — and it would have 
been a clear provocation. We would 
have sunk them, unless hey ran up the 
white flag and moved in x) an American 
;port. 

Mr. President, we cannot have it both 
ways. We can be provocateurs too — 
and we were, in Tonkin Bay. There is 
no Question about the it ct that reports 
had been subsequently obtained on the 
North Vietnamese PT boats saying that 
the Maddox was in that area. The 
record is clear that she look to the sea 
some time before they got into firing dis- 
tance of tier. Although hers is dispute 
about the distance — there is some reason 
to believe she was only 30 miles away 
when it became perfectly clear that the 
FT boats were seeking to overhaul her 
and in all probability attack her— I am 
perfectly willing to accert the distance 
of 00 miles when the actual attack 
started. It was a clear American pro- 
vocation— argue all we wish to about the 
fact that we were in international 
waters. 

We were in international waters be- 
cause of a threat to the security of North 
Vietnam after two islands had just been 
bombed by South Vietnamese naval 
ships, supplied and armed by the United 
States. We cannot participate in this 
kind of military operation and not ex- 
pect, just such incidents is this to oc- 
eur. That is why I say, “Let us stop the 
shooting. Let us stop the killing. Let 
us demonstrate that we believe in peace,” 
We are making ourselves look absured 
wne.n we say through our Government, 

_J he conference table cai come later. 
Tlie conference table can come after we 
dominate the battlefield.” 

Mr. President, that is i iot a country 
standing for peace. That is a coun- 
try standing first for war, and then say- 
ing, “And we win the war, as the victors 
we will sit down and tell you what the 
terms of peace will be.” That is what 
nas been the trouble for cen turles. That 
is why no w ar has ever produced a peace 
in all the history of mankind. All that 
wai has ever done has been to produce 
more wars, with only an Interval of time 
between them, which some have mis- 
called a peace. But so long as 
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Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed at this; point in the 
Record the following material: A letter 
from Edwin B. Hamilton, Columbus 
Ohio, supporting the position that I have 
expressed again on the floor of the Senate 
tonight, together wi:h an article he sent 
along with his letter, entitled “X-Ray 
and Foreciist: History Pauses to Viet 
nam;” an article from the Portland 
Oregonian, in the column entitled “The 
People’s Corner,” consisting of a letter to 
the editor by Mr. Griffin supporting my 
position; two letters to the editor of the 
Eugene Register -Guard, from Sanford 
A. Kenney and C. Dun Christensen, sup- 
porting my position; and an editorial 
Louis Post-Dispatch entitled 
uhe U.S. Peril in Vietnam” 

There being no objection, the material 
was ordered to be printed in the Rkcord 
as follows : ’ 

Columbus, Ohio, 

0 Auyust 6, 2 964. 

Dear Senator Morse : Let me congra tulate 
^ U . "5* y ° u * honest and candid admission 
tmit the United States has some responsibil- 

nam° r tlie * ] a ^ lc even * occurring in Viet- 

Enclosed is part of a newsletter I subscribe 
to that deals with many of the unpleasant 
lacts of the southeast jVsian area. 

I share the view with you that the United 
States must share the blame for some of the 
distasteful events of th*3 last week. 

P !f ( a8e °ontinue your forthrfght discussions 
of this matter. 

Sincere ly yours, 

Edwin B. Hamilton. 


Augmt 


[From the Wells Newsletter, July 1, J964J 
X-Ray and Forecast: History Pauses in 
Vietnam 

The total bankruptcy of military cliplo- 
ma °y n fchls of worldwide revolution— 
with the vaulted mushroom clouds of nuclear 
power towering over us — is being dramatically 
revealed in the southeast Asia crisis. Events 
seem now to have pauses in a period of in- 
decision. Political blunders and military 
pressures have permittee, far too few of the 
facts to reach the American public. The 
political pressures are characterized by the 
Goldwater suggestion that we should drop 
low- evel nuclear bombs to “defoliate’’ the 
jungles of Vietnam to expose Communist 
hideouts^ Shouldn t there be some concern 
about the certainty that the same blasts 
would sear the trunks and limbs of children 
as certaimy as the trunks and limbs of trees*’ 
We have learned from U.S. AID personnel 


* 0 ?' believe that they have the right to * ln capacity that often most of the 

make war, there will be the danger of * >eds are flIled wlth wounded children and 

mothers, with four or five in a bed. The 
male civilian casualties are left on mats in 
the hospital yards In rain or scorching beat. 
Nearly all these are South Vietnamese 
wounded in Scuth Vietnam by the South 
Vietnamese as they turn U.S. artillery fire 
on Communist penetration points or fly over 
m .S. planes and drop U.S. napalm fire 
bombs on the villages. 

The American public needs to know more 
about the recent history of Vietnam to ■ in- 
the gress failures of military policy. 
(The facts we rcx r iew here In brief can all be 
A^ lfl , ed ™ any ‘KteKJ'uate .history of modern 
Asia.) Phe entire area was under Chinese 
rule for over 1,000 years — until the French 
made It a part of their empire about 100 
years ago. When Lie Japanese drove the 
French out in World War II, our own CSS 
operators infiltrated Vietnam to deveon 
guerrilla forces behind the Japanese lines 
our operators discovered a strong inde- 
pendent Nationalist movement, called the 


war. 

States is demonstrating 
that she believes she has the right to 
make war, for the United States is 
making war in Asia. And the United 
states, ln McNamara’s war in Asia is 
walking out on all of her : deals In re- 
speet to proclaiming that si e stands for 
pea ee 

What a mockery we are making of our 
processing that we stand for the substi- 
tution of a rule of law for the jungle law 

a shamef u record the 
united States is writing in ihe pages of 
? 9 &? ry of mankind in this cark hour of 

Until there is a declaration of war, I 
intend to give no support to my Presi- 
dent, or to my Government lor its war- 
mak mg policy in Asia. 


nationalist movement, called the 14 mon 
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Viet Minh, under the leadership of Ho Chi 
Minh who was trained by the Communists 
in his youth. During the war, the United 

jipanel "’ lth Mlnh the 

f„r W Khi!!5, Ja:;l! ?“ se def, »t, plans were made 
lor Indochina to be pJaced. under an in- 

ternational trusteeship. The French after 
agreeing to this trusteeship ^e- 
a aIa lm ov er their former oo?onies 
m and r he tr usteeship was dropped. 

from Fr^ee , * CeS demanded independence 
m France but were promptly and ruth- 
lessly suppressed as the French armies re- 
occupled the country. The Viet Minh then 
looked to the United States as their war ally 
PrpnS ^l iBllored tltom in deference to the 
fho ? h >f y then turned to Russia, and 
viPt F Mi nC ^ be ^: an blood y suppression of the 

Ho Mteht r USlng U ‘ S - lend - le ^ e weapons. 
Ho Minh s forces naturally became thor- 
oughly hostile to the West and gravitated 
increasingly into the Communist orbit fur- 

thermore they proved far more clever and 
determined than the French. The war for 
independence finally culminated in the dis- 

2. Batele of 
‘ after the tint ted States had 
° ver a bUlion dollars m support 
of the French in Vietnam. 1 P 

v J be fl de ; eat + 5 the French of course opened 
Vletoam to the Communists under the Viet 
Mihh whose victory had been achieved almost 

a lth tr ' S ' wea P ons captured from 
the French or with weapons that had trickled 
out all over Asia through the fingers of 
Chiang Kai-shek and his corrupt generals 

t^ g iMr ec<dlns »—>• In to sSm 

!tih Ude ' the United States enlisted as 
antl-Communist Vietnamese Nationalists by 
the name of Ngo Nfinh Diem— a wealthy arls- 
Mi® U.S. Central Intelligence 
Agency began to take over at this point and 
engineered Diem to his place of power — 
which soon evolved into a family dictator - 

fLnance Dlem even 
wKSffTlb^?lfea Pi crush the rebellious Bud- 
d 1st sects who challenged his tyrannical au- 

rathnUp/T the ° iem fainily wcre a^ent 
bSSE ^. a <iOUnt f y tl,at ls 70 percent 
Buddhist. Diem appointed only Catholics to 
positions of top responsibility— often men 
w 10 were arrogar.t and oppressive. Naturally 
an f aged tht! Buddhists. But none of 
b ‘ for “getting on with 
tap ^ ar f 4 - _ ra aKer What or how— has been 
L h lT t !rl ar to ° man y officials in Wash- 
I 7 eithe £.ULejCIA nor official Wash- 
ington evinced concern that the great ma- 

Imbitf 01 H he S ° L!th Vif 'tnamese people were 
Sir ^ against the U.S.-created Diem 

?hHr t ^u^ iP Tr1' n i I W6re wilIing to welcome 
« y ietr amese fro;n the North who 

Ho Mini? f ° r “^dependence” under 

We J ^ pt P° urin !' in the millions 
while Diem and his family associates became 
i and more arro § an t- until the regime 
ended in a gory collapse. This unhappy rec- 
ord is corroborated by the open admission 

ijn* any ™V he Comnu,nlst forceB . now 
called the Vietcoag, are South Vietnamese 
and not from the Communist North. 

-PROM THOSE WHO WERE THERE 

From a symposium on Vietnam and from 
other sources, we have gleaned much data 
that contradicts popular reports in our press. 

ln this s yniposium were Stanley 
M net a professor of political science who 
taught for 2 years at the University of Sai- 
gon; Robert Browr.e, an economist who spent 
6 years with the U.S. aid program in South 
Vietnam and Cambodia and who returned 
recently with a Vietnamese bride; Arthur 
Dommen, who served as a UPl correspondent 
In Vietnam for 2 years. Other materials 
came from published reports by Dr. David 
Arnold of Princeton University who served 
14 months with the USIA in Saigon. 
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The consensus of opinion in the recent 
symposium on Vietnam was that the Peiping 
Communist Government is very remote from 
the South Vietnamese situation. It is now 
believed that both sides are fighting almost- 
exclusively with U.S. weapons and ammuni- 
tion, except for a certain quantity of home- 
made weapons. There is little evidence that 
weapons have been shipped in from Red 
China or Russia, and when any are found, 
the news is headlined far out of proportion 
to the facts. "If this were not true,” com- 
mented the UPI correspondent, "why haven’t 
the Red Chinese at least given them anti- 
aircraft guns with which to shoot down our 
low-flying planes and helicopters, to say 
nothing of providing them with planes? 
They are still banging away at them with 
their rifles and email shotguns.” 

Tile suppression of official battle reports 
and military information by the CIA and 
military officers of rank, along with their 
Vietnamese counterparts, reached scandalous 
proportions, as Between the Lines has pre- 
viously reported. Secretary of Defense Mc- 
Namara made four trips to the battlefields 
before he could get the facts, The top 
American generals received only data de- 
signed to please them, these reports having 
been channeled through their Vietnamese 
collaborators. 

As -we recently reported, on one trip Mc- 
Namara was voluably reassured by U.S. gen- 
erals and the CIA men . that the Diem re- 
gime was xuncHonlngTh a strong, effective, 
and trustworthy manner, contrary to some 
alarming rumor3 that were leaking out. 
Shortly after McNamara returned to Wash- 
ington, the regime collapsed in the midst of 
a bloody Insurrection that was ardently 
backed by nearly all the population. 

The U.S.-supported South Vietnamese 
troops have no appetite for killing their Viet- 
cong brothers Just because they had turned 
to the Communist movement for “Independ- 
ence.” And the South Vietnamese officers 
have had no stomach for fighting in the Jun- 
gle either. Oh, they have been quite dashing 
in the matter of shelling village areas with 
U.S. artillery or dropping bombs, including 
those containing napalm jelly which sprays 
Btlcky long-burning gasoline flames over a 
wide area, destroying the villagers with the 
villages — all in an effort to destroy a few Red 
guerrilas. 

The South Vietnamese officers run little 
personal risk in such action — and never even 
sec those who are the victims of their attacks, 

{Prom the Portland Oregonian, 

Aug. 12, 1964] 

The People’s Corner 

COURAGEOUS MORSE 

To the Editor: 

The burden of proof is upon the Oregonian 
for its charges that Senator Morse “slan- 
dered” President Johnson by claiming that 
U,S. military presence in South Vietnam 
serves only the Interests of rich merchants 
and generals in Saigon. Since the allegation 
of slander, made against a public official, Is a 
serious one I defy the Oregonian to prove 
both the falsity and maliciousness of Senator 
Morse’s statement, Show your readers, if 
you can, what freedom is at stake in the mili- 
tary dictatorship of South Vietnam, 

It ia obvious that the clouded events in 
the Gulf of Tonkin, far from being a threat 
to the security of the United States have 
merely been a pretext for a show of American 
military might In the Par East and a prelude 
to deeper Involvement. International waters 
or not, the stationing of American warships 
in this secluded gulf can be construed only as 
a deliberate provocation, the purpose of 
which becomes suspect in light of recent de- 
mands that the war be "carried to the 
North.!' 


Senator Morse deserves ail of our praise, 
not your thoughtless criticism, for his coura- 
geous efforts to bring the facts of American 
foreign policy before the public. 

Peter A. Griffin. 

Salem. 

[Two letters from the Eugene (Oreg.) 

Register-Guard, Aug. 14, 1964] 
Vietnam 

To the Editor: 

Many years ago we thought we could ex- 
port democracy. We thought we were the 
livin’ end as a model country for other less 
fortunate countries to pattern themselves 
after us. Now we have found our ways and 
methods are not easily accepted by countries 
with different cultures and civilizations than 
ours. 

During this venture in world politics, we 
entered into agreements and treaties; one 
of these was the Geneva Accords of 1954 on 
Vietnam. Now after many years of futile 
effort to set up a democratic government in 
Vietnam, we find ourselves one of the first 
to violate the treaty. Admitting the Com- 
munists too have violated the treaty, two 
wrongs still do not make a right. 

The Johnson administration inherited this 
unhappy situation from the Kennedy admin- 
istration, the Kennedy administration in- 
herited it from the Elsenhower administra- 
tion and so on. Many of us Americans are 
just waking up to what the situation really 
is. We find It is one of our own making and 
it’s pretty bad, but we stubbornly continue 
down a road which has led us into some very 
serious trouble, trouble that can worsen to 
the point of all-out war and then still will 
not have a democracy established in Vietnam. 

I think it is time for all of us to seriously 
and honestly consider the stand Wayne 
Morse has taken on our action in Vietnam. 
His is the only one that closely parallels the 
plan we have been pursuing. The U.S. Sen- 
ators’ fleeing from the Senate Chambers when 
Morse speaks on this subject indicates that 
they are not sure what the reaction of their 
constituents would be and therefore do not 
want to go on record as voting one way or 
the other. 

Barry Goi.dwater has dared Lyndon John- 
son to “back down” from the stand Johnson 
took in the recent Vietnam crisis, yet most 
of the people I have talked to fear a Gold- 
water victory largely because his reckless 
and belligerent alms could lead Into a quite 
unnecessary war. It is unfortunate for the 
Gold water supporters that the Vietnam 
crisis occurred at this time, but I think it 
presents Itself as a real opportunity for us 
Americans to rally around our Government, 
giving It our support, admitting we as well 
as the lawmakers share the blame for the 
mistakes that have been made and also 
share in the responsibility of helping get 
this in the hands of the United Nations 
where it belongs. 

The supporters of Wayne Morse owe him 
a vote of confidence by helping carry the ball 
a bit at this time and do our country a real 
service as well. Any rebuttals or additions? 

Sanford A. Kenney. 

-Springfield. 

Backs Morse 

To the Editor: 

I should like to go on record as whole- 
heartedly supporting Senator Wayne 
Morse’s courageous stand on the Vietnam 
situation, as well as foreign aid, 

C. Dan Christensen. 

Eugene. 

[Prom the St. Louis (Mo.) Post-Dispatch, 
Aug. 3, 1964] 

The U.S, Peril in Vietnam 

Although it may not be easy in the midst 
Of the crisis atmosphere in Asia and In Wash- 


ington, Americans could well afford the time 
necessary to reexamine the U.S. position in 
South Vietnam. Events of the last week have 
shown how dangerously close this country 
is to a far deeper military involvement in the 
jungles 8,000 miles from home. 

Overwhelming congressional support of a 
resolution backing President Johnson’s ac- 
tion in southeast Asia (the Senate vote was 
88 to 2, the Rouse 414 to 0) serves admirable 
notice to the world that although this is an 
election year the Nation is united behind the 
Commander in Chief, 

And yet the swift passage of the measure 
elminated the possibility of a debate on the 
merits of our Asian policy, one that Is long 
overdue. Perhaps this was not possible under 
the circumstances; it was important to give 
the President quick and strong support. But 
this should not prevent the public from pon- 
dering the opposition of Senators Morse and 
Gruening. Mr, Gruening said: "All Vietnam 
is not worth the life of a single American 
boy.” 

How much is Vietnam worth to us? As 
Marquis Childs reported ; “If the worst should 
happen, the Johnson administration faces an 
awesome choice — sending In large numbers of 
American combat troops or expanding the 
war with massive bombings in the north. The 
risks in either course are Incalculable. A 
third choice, getting out of Vietnam, seems 
Impossible in view of what has gone before 
and in the light of politics in a presidential 
election year.” 

The deadly peril of being sucked Into an 
Aslan holocaust stems from the fact that 
the United States cannot control events. 
If Red China wants war, we could be drawn 
in against our will. It Is unfortunate that 
we must admit our best hope lies In the 
probability China does not want a major 
Aslan war. Why should It? Time and geo- 
graphy are very much on the side of the 
Chinese. The North Vietnamese have been 
winning the Indochina struggle. And that 
makes their torpedo attack on units of our 
7th Fleet in the Gulf of Tonkin all the more 
baffling. The United States was wise, inci- 
dentally, to halt further patrols in the gulf 
at this time. 

The new state of emergency in South Viet- 
nam may reflect Premier Nguyen Khanh’s 
determination to resist a possible invasion, 
or to carry the war to the north, as lie has 
been advocating. But it is also a measure of 
the near collapse of his government. Would 
a sound regime, even In these straits, find 
It necessary to empower military courts to 
impose summary death sentences on all ter- 
rorists, saboteurs, and black-market specula- 
tors, with no right of appeal? 

The facts appear to be that the majority 
of the South Vietnamese care less about 
fighting the Communist Vietcong than do 
the Americans, who have been spending more 
than $500 million a year and who have more 
than 16,000 military advisers with the South 
Vietnamese forces. 

How the United States came to assume the 
lost French cause in Indochina a decade ago 
and associate itself with successive regimes 
in Saigon is a long and tragic story. Re- 
gardless of the past, the problem now Is how 
to extricate ourselfes honorably. Our pres- 
ent course should be to prevent General 
Khanh from taking any rash steps that 
would enlarge the war. President Johnson 
has made it clear that we seek “no wider 
war.” 

A negotiated political settlement is the 
only possible conclusion to the Indochina 
struggle, and If the war can be held within 
bounds a little longer a way to accomplish 
that mayjiresent itself. The United States 
has no real strategic need for a foothold in 
Indochina; with its invincible sea and air 
forces it will be a power in Asia for the fore- 
seeable future. 
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So any opportuni ,ies for negotiations 
should be carefully considered. Perhaps 
Secretary General TJ Thant of the United 
Nations Is right in h s belief that the Se- 
curity Council is not tl e place to bring about; 
a settlement now. After all, North Vietnam 
is hot a member of th( U.N., and neither axe 
South Vietnam anti Bed China. But discus- 
sion in the Council, ass embled at the request 
of the United States, could lead to openings. 

Hopefully, these may be found before It 
Is too late. Present Indications are that 
there will be at least e breathing spell, but 
tensions are high and mythlng might hap- 
pen, Would It not bf well for Americans 
seriously to consider whether they want to 
Continue tempting fate In Indochina? We 
advocate freedom and if dependence for Viet- 
nam. This is a proper goal, tout It can be 
attained only through t political settlement 
guaranteed by the bl;; powers — Including 
Red China — operating tl rough or outside the 
U.N., and not by force of arms. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. I resident, although 
the St, Louis Post-Dispatch has not gone 
all the way in opposition to the Ameri- 
can policy in South Vietnam, it has writ- 
ten a series of editorials in the past many 
months raising serious questions about 
our policy in South Vietnam. One of its 
more recent ones — wiich I just had 
printed, in the Record — is an editorial of 
August 9, entitled “US, Peril in Viet- 


Ing the Communist Vletcong than do the 
Americans, who have been spending more 
than 500 million dollars a year and who have 
more than 10,000 military advisors with the 
South Vietnamese forces. 

Mr. President, the editorial goes on to 
point out other weaknesses. And, of 
course, the most tragic mistake we have 
made is that after the second atack, we 
had tried to respond to the attack by 
attacking the attacking ship. We then 
committed a clear act of aggression. We 
had no right under international law to 
bomb tie mainland of North Vietnam. 
That was an act of war on the part of the 
United States. 

It ought to have been followed or pre- 
ceded by a declaration of war. When 
the question is adjudicated by an inter- 
national tribunal, if it ever is, I predict 
that the United States will be found to 
be clearly guilty of an act of aggression 
against North Vietnam. We had the 
right to sink the attacking beats. We 
had the duty under international law 
thereafter to take our allegations as to 
the violation of international law by 
North Vietnam— and she v/as completely 
giUlty of violating: international law by 
attacking our boats on the high seas — to 
the United Nations, But we had no right 


Ten. years later, even the officials of Amer- 
ica are talking about these reforms in the 
future tense. 

This is what impels Senator Wayne Morse, 
of Oregon, to declare of our policy in South 
Vietnam; 

“Even the American people know that to 
say we are defending freedom In South Viet- 
nam. Is a travesty on the word. 

“We are defending General Khanh (the 
president) from being overthrown, that is 
all. 

“We are r defending a clique of generals 
and their merchant friends who live well in 
Saigon, and who need a constantly increas- 
ing American military force to protect their 
privileged position." 

Senator Morse’s long tirade against our 
South Vietnam policy has been ignored, not 
only in recent months, but In the present 
week, in which torpedo boats of the Commu- 
nist North Vietnam Navy, with apparent 
idiocy, attacked unit?: of the U.S. Navy’s 7th 
Fleet In the Gulf of Tonkin. 

But even, the official accounting of the 
Agency for International Development to 
Congress would tend to support Morse’s com- 
ments about the failure of our South Viet- 
namese proteges to bring about some social 
reform with the hundreds of millions of U.S. 
dollars that are being poured Into the 
country. 

The Agency for International Development 
reported to Congress in April of this year 
that "effective political, social and economic 


nam. 


whatsoever under international law to programs must be developed (in South viet- 


I shall read a part oi the editorial. It 
3‘eads as follows: 

And yet the swift passage of the measure 
eliminated the possibility of a debate on the 
merits of our Aslan policy, one that is long 
overdue. Perhaps this was not possible un- 
der the circumstances; it was; Important to 
give the President quick a nd strong support. 
But this should not preve it the public from 
pondering the opposition of Senators 
Morse and GruenInc. M*. Greening said; 
"All Vietnam is not worth, the life of a single 
American boy.” 

How much is Vietnam worth to us? As 
Marquis Childs reported : “If the worst 
should happen, the Johnson administration 
faces an awesome choice- -sending in large 
numbers of American combat troops or ex- 
panding the war with massive bombing in 
the north, The risks in elt ner course axe in- 
calculable. A third choice, getting out of 
Vietnam, seems impossible In view of what 
has gone before and in the light of politics 
in a presidential election year.” 

The deadly peril of being sucked intf> an. 
As; an holocaust stems from the fact that the 
United States cannot control events. If 
Bed China wants war, we could, be drawn in 
against our will. It Is unfortunate that we 
must admit our best hope 1 es in the proba- 
bility China does not warn a major Asian 
war. Why should It? Tim ; and geography 
are very much on. the side of the Chinese, 
The North Vietnamese havi been winning 
tire Indochina struggle, A ad that makes 
their torpedo attack on units of our 7th 
Fleet In the Gulf of Tonkin all the more 
buffing. The United States was wise, inci- 
dentally, to halt further patrols in the gulf 
at tills time. 

The new state of emergency in South Viet- 
nam may reflect Premier Nguyen Khanh *s 


proceed to bombard North Vietnam. 

That is why we are finding not very 
much enthusiasm for the American posi- 
tion. We will find less and less if we do 
not stop this course' of action. 

Mr. President, lastly, I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the Record 
an article entitled “Southeast Asia 
Smolders in Dawn of New Disaster,” by 
Edwin A. Lahey of the Knight news- 
papers. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the Record, 
as follows: 

Southeast Asia Smolders in Dawn op New 
Disaster 

[By J Id win A. Lahey) 

Washington.— The threat of Immediate 
war with Communist China seems r,o have 
receded. 

But the southeast Asia peninsula still 
smolders Ufa) a city dump. 

The French, who haven't won a bout since 
Napoleon's day, were forced out of this un- 
pleasant pari; of the world In 1954, when they 
had to liquidate their Indcchlna colony. 
(The Trench s till own p lot of property there, 
however.) 

Ten years ago, the United States tecame 
receiver in bankruptcy for this area, with 
special emphasis on. South Vietnam, thi non- 
Communlst portion of a partitioned country. 

America had to take up the burden because 
South Vietnam was the one b.xstlon where 
we could operate ns a retaining wall against 
the infection of communism, which spreads 
from China toward the rest of Asia. 

With characteristic liighm i n dedness , the 
United States looked for the government of 
South Vietnam to install some social re- 


nam) to overcome popular grievances and 
give the peasant an Incentive to defend his 
home and his village.” 

This Is precisely what President Eisen- 
hower was saying to President Diem several 
billion dollars and 10 years ago. 

The government of General Khanh, which 
overthrew the Diem government last Novem- 
ber with apparent U.S. approval, “has recog- 
nized the need for fundamental reforms to 
attract and hold the loyalties of the peas- 
ants,” the AID report to Congress said 4 
months ago. 

But the AID officials caglly use the future 
tense In discussing South Vietnam reforms. 

“In general,” they said in their April 
report, “the (Khanh) government has been 
moving in the right direction, with the proof 
of sustained effective action yet to be seen.” 

This is about what Senator Morse has been 
saying all along, in much harsher language. 

“If war is roally too Important to be left 
to the generals, then the American people are 
going to have to make themselves heard on 
U.S. policy in Asia,” the Oregon firebrand 
declares. 

Mr, MORSE. Mr. President, I wish 
to commend the Knight newspapers for 
the courageous Journalism that they 
have displayed in many recent months 
in high and penetrating criticism of 
American foreign policy in southeast 
Asia. The article by Lahey is in keep- 
ing with that standard. 

In the course of the article Mr. Lahey 
quotes from a document of AID entitled 
“Proposed Mut ual Defense and Develop- 
ment Program, Fiscal Year 1965,” I 
shall not take time to read the entire 
section from which he quotes, but I ask 


deter ralnatlon to resist a pcvsible Invasion, forms, so the average citizen would fed he unanimous consent that the section on 


or to carry the war to the n>rth, as he has 
berm advocating. But It is ilso a measure 
of the near-collapse of his government. 
Would a sound regime, even 1 n these straits, 
find i.t necessary to empower nllltary courts 
to impose summary death sentences on all 
terrorists, saboteurs and black market 
speculators, with no right of appeal? 

The facts appear to be that the majority of 
■the Sruth Vietnamese care lets about fight- 


had been elected to membership in the hu- 
man race. 

President Eisenhower wrote to president 
Ngo Dinh Diem in 1054 iJiat our money and 
our military support were pledged to South 
Vietnam, but, in turn, ‘ the Government of 
the United Sta tes expects that this aid will 
be met by performance on the part of the 
government of Vietnam in undert aking need- 
ed reform,” 


Vietnam, which appears on page 126 of 
the document, be printed at this point 
in my remarks. 

There being no objection, the section 
was ordered to be printed in the Record, 
as follows : 

Vietnam 

The outcome of the long and bloody strug- 
gle against Vleteong aggression in South 
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